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As the two systems were, from their very 
inception, closely linked to one another, 
it bears no surprise that problems in one 


































































“it has to be said that the Dublin Convention does not 
























While problems in the Dublin system 
have received much public attention 
already, a continued or worsening 
situation in Schengen will pose further 
problems to the EU’s legitimacy among its 
citizens, for whom the ‘free movement  
of people, goods and services’ represents 



























































































As arrival numbers have dropped since 2016, 
with them, dangerously, the sense of urgency 

























































































Political leadership and conciliatory 
thinking are urgently called for, both in the 
context of the Dublin discussions as on the 
Schengen side where a more responsible 
engagement with one of the EU’s most 
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